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 Prehistoric women’s manual labor exceeded that of
athletes through the first 5500 years of farming in
Central Europe
Alison A. Macintosh,1* Ron Pinhasi,2 Jay T. Stock1,3
The intensification of agriculture is often associated with declining mobility and bone strength through time,
although women often exhibit less pronounced trends than men. For example, previous studies of prehistoric
Central European agriculturalists (~5300 calibrated years BC to 850 AD) demonstrated a significant reduction in
tibial rigidity among men, whereas women were characterized by low tibial rigidity, little temporal change, and
high variability. Because of the potential for sex-specific skeletal responses to mechanical loading and a lack of
modern comparative data, women’s activity in prehistory remains difficult to interpret. This study compares
humeral and tibial cross-sectional rigidity, shape, and interlimb loading among prehistoric Central European
women agriculturalists and living European women of known behavior (athletes and controls). Prehistoric female
tibial rigidity at all time periods was highly variable, but differed little from living sedentary women on average,
and was significantly lower than that of living runners and football players. However, humeral rigidity exceeded
that of living athletes for the first ~5500 years of farming, with loading intensity biased heavily toward the
upper limb. Interlimb strength proportions among Neolithic, Bronze Age, and Iron Age women were most similar
to those of living semi-elite rowers. These results suggest that, in contrast to men, rigorous manual labor was a
more important component of prehistoric women’s behavior than was terrestrial mobility through thousands of
years of European agriculture, at levels far exceeding those of modern women.://ad
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Over the past 30 years, sexual dimorphism has been documented in
anthropological studies examining temporal trends in bone strength
associated with the intensification of agriculture and the development
of sedentism (1–5). Trends among women are often less pronounced
[although see the studies of Bridges et al. (6) and Ruff et al. (7)] or follow
different patterns than those of men who conformmore consistently
to expectations about changes in mobility and behavior on the basis
of archeological evidence (5, 8–10). As a result, it is the adaptive re-
sponses and behavioral trends of men that have historically received
themost attention (11–14), whereas sexual dimorphism in the response
of bone properties tomechanical loading remains poorly understood
and comparative limb bone mechanical property data from women
of known activity are completely lacking. Thus, the typically less dra-
matic patterns of adaptation and lowermean limb bone strength among
women have not been explored in sufficient resolution. The extent to
which less pronounced temporal trends among womenmight reflect
high internal variability in female behavior, thereby reducing inter-
population variation in morphology, or might reflect actual sexual
divisions of labor, biological differences in bone plasticity to loading,
or other factors remains unclear.
Analyses of cultural and biological interactions among mid-
HoloceneCentral European agriculturalists have identified a pronounced
diachronic pattern of decline in tibial loading among men, suggesting
a corresponding decline in mobility. In Central Europe, in the period
from the EarlyNeolithic through to the Late IronAge [~5300 calibrated
years (cal) BC to 100 AD], on average, male tibial diaphyses becamesignificantly straighter and, in cross section, smaller in area, less rigid,
andmore circular (9, 10). Because of the strong and consistent relation-
ships that have been established betweenmechanical loading and cross-
sectional limb bone size, rigidity, and shape among living humans
(11, 12, 15), these morphological changes provide convincing evidence
of changing loading, and thus likely changing mobility among pre-
historic men, through time. The consistent regional trend in tibial mor-
phology noted among Central Europeanmen is supported by the larger
European trends documented by Ruff et al. (7) from the Upper Paleo-
lithic (33,000 to 11,000 BP) to very recent (≥1900 AD) time periods. A
comparison of prehistoric data for Central Europeanmales with those
of livingmale athletes and control subjects further supports a relation-
ship between tibial cross-sectional geometry and the advent of sedent-
ism: Mean tibial rigidity and shape ratios among Neolithic men were
similar to those of male cross-country runners and had declined to the
level of sedentary control subjects by approximately 385 cal BC (Late
Iron Age), where mean values remained into the Medieval period
(9, 12).
In contrast, prehistoric women from the same cemeteries exhibited
less pronounced lower limb trends or none at all, making the interpre-
tation of female mobility challenging. The only significant diachronic
change amongCentral Europeanwomen appeared to be in the predom-
inance of anteroposterior (A-P) loading through time, where Medieval
women had significantly straighter tibial diaphyses that were more
circular in cross section than their earliest farming counterparts in the
Neolithic period (9, 10). This finding is supported by the gradual decline
in A-P strength of the tibia, as documented by Ruff and colleagues (7),
amongwomen across Europe in theHolocene.Despite fewer significant
trends in tibial rigidity and shape among Central European women
relative to contemporaneous men, manual activities appear to have
changed substantially more among women than men during this time
(16). Upper limb bonemechanical properties were initially variable and
right-lateralized in the Neolithic period among these Central European1 of 12
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 women and became highly symmetrical and homogeneous in the
Bronze Age, a change that was attributed to the increasing predom-
inance of bimanual cereal processing using saddle querns in the
region [see also the study by Sládek (17)]. Thus, manual labor may
have been a more intensive component of behavior than was terres-
trial mobility among mid-Holocene Central European female agricul-
turalists, who consistently exhibited significantly lower values in all
virtually lower limb properties and fewer significant diachronic trends
than men (9, 10).
However, the evidence of sex differences in norms of reaction of
bone to mechanical loading makes it inappropriate to interpret female
behavior in the past via the direct comparison of mechanical proper-
ties to those of males. For example, amongmodern tennis players, side-
to-side differences document substantially more responsiveness to
mechanical loading in the male relative to the female skeleton (18, 19).
Further, sex differences in bone strength parameters do not appear to
be due to larger average body size among males because they persist
even when these differences are controlled for (20). The surface-specific
osteogenic effects of sex hormones (21), sex differences in the secretion
of growth hormone and insulin-like growth factors and in their receptors
(22), and sex differences in growth trajectory (23) may all result in the
greater ability of male bone to respond to loading in a mechanically
advantageous manner than female bone. Experimental data from lab-
oratory rats support trends documented among humans: Järvinen and
colleagues (24) found clear sex-specific differences in the sensitivity of
the femoral neck to loading. They found that exercised male rats ex-
hibited much greater responsiveness to mechanical loading than did
females and an increased capacity for geometrical adaptation, whereas
female rats developed denser bones relative to mechanical demand.
This extra accumulation of bone mineral in females is documented
among human women at puberty in response to elevated estrogen secre-
tion, allowing for the storage of calcium in preparation for pregnancy,
lactation, and/or menopause (25), but potentially limiting the adaptive
response to loading in comparison to males (24). Thus, additional
factors may moderate the typical functional and energetic influences
on bone mass and distribution among women. However, there is cur-
rently a lack of comparative limb bone mechanical property data from
women of known activity with which to compare prehistoric female
data and a resultant lack of understanding of sexual dimorphism in the
response of bone tomechanical loading. A direct understanding of the
relationship betweenmechanical loading and long-bone cross-sectional
geometry among women is crucial to understand not only women’s
behavior through time but also sociocultural change through the devel-
opment of agrarian and production economies worldwide.
Here, we investigate temporal trends in upper and lower limb bone
cross-sectional geometric (CSG) properties and interlimb strength
proportions among prehistoric women spanning the first ~6150 years
of agriculture in Central Europe (~5300 cal BC to 850AD) in relation
to a comparative group of living European women of known behavior.
Interlimb strength proportions between the humerus and the tibia were
used to characterize the relative importance of manual labor versus ter-
restrial mobility among agricultural women. Although tibio-humeral
strength proportions have never been used in the analysis of behavioral
differences among human populations, femoro-humeral structural
proportions have proven useful in this regard (14). Further, the
utility of interlimb strength proportions for distinguishing broad dif-
ferences in locomotor behaviors (arboreality and terrestrial mobility)
among primate species and early hominins has been well established
(26–29).Macintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017Size-standardized humeral and tibial polar second moments of area
(J), cross-sectional shape (Imax/Imin), and interlimb strength proportions
are compared between Neolithic, Bronze Age, Iron Age, and Medieval
women and living female athletes, as well as recreationally active control
subjects as a reference group of low-impact loading. Athletes were
included from three sports that load the limbs with differing intensity
and directionality: (i) endurance running, high lower limb loading
based on ground reaction force and unidirectional loading trajec-
tories; (ii) football (soccer), high lower limb loading based on ground
reaction force and multidirectional loading trajectories; and (iii)
rowing, higher repetitive upper limb loading based primarily on joint
contact forces and unidirectional loading trajectories. This comparative
data set was used to explore the following questions: (i) Towhat extent
can the apparent homogeneity in interpopulation variation in female
tibial morphology among early agricultural women be explained by
high internal variability? (ii) Were Central European prehistoric farming
women more mobile than living sedentary women? (iii) Among
prehistoric Central European females, was manual labor a more rigor-
ous behavioral component of agricultural intensification than terrestrial
mobility?RESULTS
Upper and lower limb solid CSG properties
Summary statistics for all female solid-section CSG properties by group
are presented in Table 1, and the results of one-way analyses of variance
(ANOVAs) by group are given in Table 2. Prehistoric agricultural labor
among Central European women appears to have been dominated by
upper limb loading until at least the Late Iron Age (~100 AD), at levels
much higher than those seen among most living women (Fig. 1, A and
B). In the left humerus, mean bending/torsional rigidity (polar second
moment of area, J) was significantly higher among Neolithic, Bronze
Age, and Iron Age women than rowers, football players, and controls.
In the right humerus, mean Jwas significantly higher among Neolithic,
Bronze Age, and Iron Age women than football players and control
subjects. Iron Age women also had significantly higher mean humeral
rigidity than Medieval women. In contrast, mean midshaft tibial J
(Fig. 1C) was significantly lower among women in all prehistoric time
periods than it was among living endurance runners (P < 0.001 for all).
Mean tibial J among football players also significantly exceeded the par-
ticularly low values among Bronze Age and Medieval women.
Despite having significantly lower mean tibial J than endurance
runners, Neolithic women did not differ significantly from them in
tibial Imax/Imin (cross-sectional shape; Fig. 1D). These relatively high
mean Imax/Imin values among Neolithic women (more elliptical cross
sections expanded in the A-P direction) significantly exceeded those
of Medieval women and living control subjects. Bronze Age, Iron Age,
andMedieval women and living control subjects all had significantly
lower mean Imax/Imin (more circular cross sections) than did endurance
runners.
Variation within prehistoric time periods exceeded that docu-
mented within living female groups (see Table 1), particularly in tibial
J (Fig. 2A). Behavioral variation among Early Neolithic women, all
belonging to the Linearbandkeramik (LBK) culture, was notably high;
LBK variability in left humeral rigidity exceeded 26%, and tibial shape
variation encompassed the entire range of living women pooled, with
the exception of one individual (Fig. 2, B and C). In contrast, variability
in upper limb loading intensity was lower in the Bronze Age (18.5 to
19%), reflecting a narrower range of loading than was documented2 of 12
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 among living rowers (21.15 to 23.56%), a sport involving repetitive and
homogeneous upper limb movement.
Relative upper and lower limb loading intensity
Results of one-way ANOVAs on standardized residuals for mean raw
combined left and right humeral J relative to raw tibial J are presented
in Table 2. All prehistoric women had high relative upper limb loading
when compared to living women. This distribution did not differ sig-
nificantly from that of rowers, and it differed to the greatest extent from
that of football players, among whom relative loading is biased heavily
toward the lower limb. As a result, women at all time periods had
significantly more strengthened humeri relative to tibiae than football
players, whereas Neolithic, Bronze Age, and Iron Age women also
differed significantly from control subjects. In particular, Bronze Age
and Iron Age women exhibited pronounced relative interlimb differ-Macintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017ences in loading, biased to the upper limb to the greatest extent, signif-
icantly so relative to endurance runners among both time periods.
Sexual dimorphism in true CSG properties
Table 3 provides summary statistics for size-standardized peripheral
quantitative computed tomography (pQCT)–derived trueCSGproperty
means (derived from the original pQCT images incorporating both
periosteal and endosteal contours) from the tibial midshaft among liv-
ing male and female endurance runners and control subjects. All male
data are taken from means published in the study by Shaw and Stock
(12). Means among women are consistently lower than among males
for bending/torsional rigidity, maximum bending rigidity, minimum
bending rigidity, shape ratio, cortical bone area, and percent cortical
bone area, regardless of the intensity with which individuals are loading
their limbs.Table 1. Solid-section female limb bone summary statistics by group. All properties derived from solid cross sections. Values are given as means (SD).
Medieval humeral values were obtained from three-dimensional (3D) laser scans. All other prehistoric humeral values were obtained from silicone molds.
Coefficients of variation are calculated as (SD/mean) × 100. -, variation not examined due to small sample size; CV, coefficient of variation.Tibian
Size-standardized Jn
Imax/IminMean Range CV (%) Mean Range CV (%)PrehistoricNeolithic 31 35.14 (7.26) 22.92–53.41 20.66 34 2.24 (0.41) 1.43–3.13 18.30Bronze Age 30 31.70 (6.39) 19.43–46.59 20.16 32 2.12 (0.32) 1.55–3.03 15.09Iron Age 17 33.98 (8.09) 22.38–49.08 23.81 13 2.01 (0.25) 1.52–2.41 12.44Medieval 11 31.16 (7.15) 23.15–47.92 22.95 11 1.87 (0.24) 1.35–2.10 12.83ModernRunning 18 46.41 (7.16) 33.08–59.18 15.42 18 2.43 (0.35) 1.88–3.18 14.40Football 11 41.36 (7.53) 30.31–56.23 18.21 11 2.16 (0.33) 1.59–2.78 15.28Rowing 16 35.98 (6.65) 24.88–47.00 18.48 16 2.15 (0.28) 1.67–2.78 13.02Controls 37 33.76 (6.26) 23.26–45.52 18.54 37 1.97 (0.29) 1.46–2.75 14.72Humerusn
Left size–standardized Jn
Right size–standardized JMean Range CV (%) Mean Range CV (%)PrehistoricNeolithic 29 18.65 (4.92) 11.42–27.89 26.38 27 18.82 (4.70) 12.16–28.67 24.97Bronze Age 27 18.05 (3.37) 12.52–25.55 18.67 28 18.46 (3.49) 12.93–25.82 18.91Iron Age 17 18.69 (4.17) 12.71–26.07 22.31 14 20.71 (4.01) 14.53–25.38 19.36Medieval 5 14.54 (2.26) 11.56–16.75 — 7 13.23 (3.97) 7.32–18.25 —ModernRunning 17 16.62 (3.67) 11.01–26.55 22.08 16 17.89 (3.38) 13.06–25.49 18.89Football 11 14.54 (2.05) 10.44–17.50 14.10 10 15.02 (2.35) 10.40–18.52 15.65Rowing 17 14.62* (3.71) 12.35–27.21 23.56 16 16.83 (3.56) 11.98–26.23 21.15Controls 35 13.27 (2.77) 7.99–20.12 20.87 35 13.70 (2.90) 8.79–20.83 21.17*Value given is median (SD) due to non-normal distribution (mean value, 15.75).3 of 12
SC I ENCE ADVANCES | R E S EARCH ART I C L ETable 2. Results of post hoc (ANOVA) comparisons of bone CSG properties and linear regression standardized residuals. All ANOVAs are significant to
P < 0.001. Bold indicates significant post hoc P values. All values of J were size-standardized. Run, endurance runners; FB, football players; Row, rowers; Neo,
neolithic; BA, Bronze Age; IA, Iron Age; Med, Medieval period; SR Hum:Tib, standardized residuals of regression of humeral and tibial J.MaBone variablecintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. ANeodv. 2017;3 : eaao3893BA29 November 2IA017Med Run FB RowTibial Imax/IminBA 0.959IA 0.523 1.0Med <0.027 0.545 1.0Run 0.734 <0.033 <0.012 <0.001FB 1.0 1.0 0.999 0.588 0.595Row 1.0 1.0 0.999 0.453 0.259 1.0Control <0.014 0.823 1.0 1.0 <0.001 0.897 0.750D
owTibial JnloaBA 0.774 ded IA 1.0 1.0 fromMed 0.945 1.0 1.0h ttpRun <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 ://adFB 0.269 <0.003 0.166 <0.019 0.801 vancRow 1.0 0.664 1.0 0.86 <0.001 0.701 es.sControl 1.0 0.999 1.0 1.0 <0.001 <0.046 1.0 ciencLeft humeral J* em
aBA 0.980 g.orIA 0.973 0.709 g o
n
/Med 0.093 <0.024 0.078 D
ecRun 0.311 0.138 0.196 0.170 em
bFB <0.008 <0.004 <0.008 0.955 0.115 er 1Row <0.026 <0.013 <0.02 0.724 0.310 0.689 , 201Control <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.297 <0.001 0.160 <0.038 7Right humeral JBA 1.0IA 0.873 0.633Med 0.108 0.128 <0.024Run 0.994 0.999 0.458 0.225FB <0.05 <0.036 <0.005 0.949 0.224Row 0.768 0.818 0.143 0.488 0.988 0.765Control <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 1.0 <0.005 0.808 0.081SR Hum:Tib JBA 0.247IA 1.0 0.654continued on next page4 of 12
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 DISCUSSION
The current study identified very high levels of upper limb loading
among most prehistoric agricultural women when compared to both
living female athletes and controls. The distribution of loading betweenMacintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017the upper and lower limbs was biased heavily toward the former among
prehistoric women, to a greater extent than among all living women,
including semi-elite rowers (see Fig. 3). Thus, the intensification of ag-
riculture was associated with very high levels of manual labor relativeBone variable Neo BA IA Med Run FB RowMed† 1.0 0.181 0.992Run 0.072 <0.001 <0.037 0.145FB <0.003 <0.001 <0.002 <0.017 0.983Row 1.0 0.461 0.993 1.0 0.572 0.163Control <0.009 <0.001 <0.009 0.079 1.0 0.704 0.550*Kruskal-Wallis test was performed due to non-normality of distribution in one of the groups, with two-tailed Mann-Whitney post hoc comparisons. †Small sample
size (n = 6).Fig. 1. Humeral and tibial CSGproperties among theprehistoric andmoderngroups. (A) Polar secondmoment of area (J), left humerus, 35% section location (n= 157).
(B) Polar second moment of area (J), right humerus, 35% section location (n = 151). (C) Polar second moment of area (J), tibia, 50% section location (n = 173). (D) Imax/Imin,
tibia, 50% section location (n = 178). Data are given as means ± 95% confidence interval (CI). Summary statistics by group are given in Table 1, and means were compared
using one-way ANOVA.5 of 12
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 to terrestrial mobility for women, and changes in the female behavior-
al repertoire through time are less heavily characterized by declining
terrestrial mobility than among contemporaneous men (9, 10).
All mean prehistoric female values for tibial rigidity were well below
those documented among living female endurance runners, and it is not
likely that average terrestrial mobility among most agricultural women
involved high ground reaction forces. Rather, mean tibial rigidity
among women spanning the ~6150 years (5300 cal BC to 850 AD)
between the Early Neolithic and Early Medieval periods remained very
similar to that of living recreationally active control subjects (low impact)
and varsity rowers (no ground impact but high muscle magnitudes)
when adjusted for body size.However, there was substantial overlap in
tibial rigidity between prehistoric and living women, even endurance
runners: Some women within all time periods exhibit size-standardized
tibial J values at or above themean for endurance runners, yet others fall
well below the mean for controls. Among Early Neolithic LBK women
alone, tibial rigidity ranged from below the lowest control to the highest
portion of endurance runners, and, on average, LBK women did not
differ significantly from football players in tibial rigidity. Consistently
high variability in lower limbmechanical properties within populations
reduces the ability to detect variation inmobility betweengroups. Further,
this internal variability may explain why female trends in tibial rigidity
did not generally conform to expectations based on mobility, such as
those of their male counterparts.
Many of the Neolithic LBK cemeteries included in the analyses
here have been well studied, providing substantial evidence of female
behavioral variation across many aspects of life. Analyses of strontium
isotope residues from sites including Vedrovice, Schwetzingen, and
Nitra provide evidence of a patrilocal kinship system, with women
being more likely than men either to have originated from or obtained
their subsistence from areas outside of the preferred LBK loess soil areas
(30). These sex differences in residential mobility patterns among the
LBK may contribute to more variable signatures of mobility in women
than in men. There is little evidence to suggest that frequent short-term
fluctuation in logistic mobilitymight be contributing to high variation
in habitual activities among LBK women. The LBK exhibit consid-
erable cultural homogeneity throughout their Central European
distribution, with little temporal or geographic variation in settlement
type and location, house construction, or characteristic polished adze-
axe stone tools and pottery (31).
It is difficult to specifically determine the extent to which LBK
women participated in agricultural or livestock-related activities that
may have contributed to their moderate but variable tibial loading.
However, in many modern agricultural groups, women are responsible
for the majority of subsistence tasks related to gathering and hoe agri-
culture (32), as well those related to domestic animal care (33). Collect-
ing fodder for domesticated animals accounts for up to 5 hours per day
of work for women in some modern intensive agriculturalist societies
(34), and other time-consuming tasks include fetching water for
livestock, caring for young animals,milking, and processingmilk, meat,
hides, and wool (35). These tasks involve variable degrees of upper and
lower limb loading but overall do not likely require high mobility levels
or substantial high-impact lower limb loading. In the Early Neolithic of
Central Europe, subsistence activities involved the intensive cultivation
of cereals, including emmer, einkorn, spelt, and club wheats as well as
barley and millet, and LBK groups predominantly tended cattle as well
as pigs, sheep, and goats (31). The economic participation of LBKwom-
en in livestock-related activities, tilling, planting, and harvesting crops,
likely with digging sticks, hoes, and flint sickles inserted into woodenFig. 2. Variation in tibial J and Imax/Imin among prehistoric and living wom-
en. (A) Box plot of midshaft tibial J values showing the median, upper and lower
quartiles, and interquartile range by group (n = 173). (B) Box plot of midshaft
tibial Imax/Imin values showing the median, upper and lower quartiles, and inter-
quartile range by group (n = 178). (C) Midshaft tibial solid-section images showing
the variation in Imax/Imin values among Early Neolithic LBK women and living
women. Summary statistics by group are given in Table 1.6 of 12
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 handles (31), as well as grinding the grain once harvested, was likely
considerable.
The excellent preservation of material culture, including ceramic
and pottery vessels, figurines, polished stone tools, bone tools and arti-
facts, grinding stones, and ovens (31, 36), at many Early Neolithic LBK
cemeteries, particularly Vedrovice, provides evidence of a large range of
food and object production and processing activities that were being
performed as part of daily life at these settlements. Because LBKwomen
are most often buried with pottery, it is likely that they were heavily
involved in the production and use of these objects. Further evidence
of female involvement in production activities is found at Nitra and
Vedrovice, where 25% of individuals (mostly women) show evidenceMacintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017of manipulative tooth wear (37). Among modern subsistence agricul-
turalists, food processing tends to be a predominantly female activity
(38), and ethnographic observations note that grinding using a saddle
quern can burden women with an average of approximately 5 hours
a day ofmanual labor (39). The processing of cerealswith a saddle quern,
the technology available in the Neolithic and Bronze Age, is also rela-
tively inefficient: Sládek and colleagues (40) found that grinding grain
with a saddle quern required four times more time and two times more
muscle activity per kilogram of grain than did grinding with the rotary
quern, which was introduced in the Iron Age. Among the LBK, saddle
querns were the main tool used for cereal processing. It is probable that
upper limb loading associated in partwith grain grinding is contributing
to substantial relative humeral strengthening among Neolithic LBK
women on average.
This intensive manual labor among women prior to mechanization
clearly exceeds much of what would be required of the living women in
this sample in their day-to-day lives. As a result, relative limb loading
among women spanning the Early Neolithic through Late Iron Age in
Central Europe (5300 cal BC to 100 AD) is biased heavily onto the
upper limb. The distribution of loading between the upper and lower
limbs among Early Neolithic LBK women most closely matched the
pattern documented among rowers (see Fig. 4); there is no significant
difference between LBK women and living rowers in right humeral
rigidity, and they have very similar mean midshaft tibial rigidity (35.14
and 35.98, respectively) and shape ratios (2.24 and 2.15, respectively).
In the upper limb, rowing exerts significant joint contact forces (forces
experienced by the bone/cartilage, including from muscle force) across
the elbow and shoulder, and tension forces with the oar handle often
exceed the rower’s body weight (41). Upper limb loading in rowing
is also extremely repetitive: Women rowers in this study trained up to
21 hours per week (up to ~190 km), and they have been rowing for an
average of 7 years (4 to 13 years; see table S2). Despite the lack of weight
bearing or vertical ground reaction force exerted on the lower limb in
rowing, the sport exerts joint contact forces across the ankle, knee, and
hip and loads the tibia predominantly in an A-P direction. Further, the
powerful muscular co-contractions of the drive phase produce high-
peak muscle tension and knee joint contact forces that exceed six times
the rower’s body weight (~4100 N) (41). These joint contact forces on
the lower limb are actually much higher than those experienced during
walking (three times body weight) (42) or low-impact sports, such asTable 3. Size-standardized pQCT-derived true CSG property means from the tibial midshaft among living males and females. All male data are taken
from Shaw and Stock (15), and all male data were size-standardized following the methods outlined in Shaw and Stock (15). Imax, maximum second moment of
area, quantifies maximum bending/torsional rigidity; Imin, minimum second moment of area, quantifies minimum bending/torsional rigidity; CA, cortical bone
area; %CA, percent cortical bone area (relative to total subperiosteal area).n
PropertyJ Imax Imin Imax/Imin CA %CARunnersMales 15 50.13 (7.81) 35.93 (4.23) 14.20 (2.86) 2.60 (0.50) 6.20 (0.51) 79.50 (2.93)Females 18 44.07 (6.45) 31.50 (5.17) 12.57 (1.89) 2.53 (0.38) 5.91 (0.51) 77.89 (4.75)ControlsMales 20 38.10 (7.91) 26.46 (4.23) 11.64 (1.20) 2.28 (0.28) 5.22 (0.58) 74.60 (5.01)Females 37 31.11 (5.68) 20.74 (4.00) 10.37 (2.04) 2.02 (0.31) 4.72 (0.60) 72.71 (4.12)Fig. 3. Interlimb strength proportions among prehistoric and agricultural
women. Scatterplot of humeral versus tibial raw J (mm4) among prehistoric ag-
ricultural women (green) and living women (blue) (n = 159). Solid and dashed
lines represent the lines of best fit and 95% CI, respectively. Group comparisons
were performed using one-way ANOVA on standardized residuals from regres-
sions of average raw humeral J to raw tibial J.7 of 12
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 cycling (two times body weight) (43). The intensity, directionality, and
interlimb distribution of loading exerted by the habitual behaviors of
LBK women are most comparable to that of living semi-elite rowers,
many of whom have represented their countries at World Rowing
Championships, World Rowing U23 Championships, World Junior
Championships, andWorld and European University Championships.
Bronze Age women exhibited lower average tibial rigidity than con-
trol subjects but higher average humeral rigidity than all living female
groups. This pattern of interlimb loading, heavily biased toward the
upper limb, differs most substantially from that of football players,
where loading is heavily biased toward the lower limb (seeFig. 4). Football
is the only sport included in which participants reported virtually no
history of upper limb loading, combined with an average of more than
12 years of high-impact lower limb loading initiated an average of 4 years
prior to menarche (see table S1). The mean tibial rigidity of football
players exceeds that of all prehistoric means, significantly so relative
to these Bronze Age women, while simultaneously, their mean humeral
rigidity is significantly lower in both upper limbs. Thus, the relative
distribution of loading produced by Bronze Age female habitual beha-
viors appears to be broadly similar in the extent of interlimb differences
as football players but with the reverse pattern; in particular, habitual
activities in the Bronze Age were likely completely dominated by upper
limb loading relative to lower limb loading.
These results suggest that the behaviors of Central European
women in the Bronze Age were dominated by intensive and repe-
titive manual labor, such as grain grinding, combined with the
lowest tibial loading of the prehistoric groups examined. It is likely
that food processing remained largely a female activity in the
Bronze Age, and saddle querns were still the dominant technology
for grinding grain in the Early Bronze Age of Central Europe (2300
to 1500 cal BC). Substantial social stratification at this time, theMacintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017changing importance of women’s domestic and farming activities
with the intensification of agriculture, the shift from hoes and
digging sticks to the plow (32, 33, 44), the emergence of dairying,
textile, and metallurgical industries, and the increasing importance
of production tasks associated with glass, salt, bone, leather, and antler
(31, 32) may have meant that, by the Early Bronze Age, Central Euro-
pean women spent a larger proportion of their time engaged in rela-
tively stationary activities that repetitively and intensively loaded the
upper limbs.
Relative workload between men and women in modern agropas-
toralist societies around the world is variable (45), particularly rela-
tive to foraging societies, because it is highly dependent on context
and ecology. Similar regional variation in the sexual division of labor
is possible among prehistoric agropastoralist communities outside of
Central Europe [for example, see the studies by Ruff et al. (1) and Stock
and Pfeiffer (4)]. However, in theMiddle Neolithic (6000 to 5500 BP,
uncalibrated) of Western Liguria in Italy (3, 5, 46), a marked sexual
division of labor was documented, with evidence of both low mobility
levels among women and the performance of very symmetrical upper
limb loading, attributed to the performance of bimanual cereal pro-
cessing. Similarly, among European women overall (17), humeral
structural properties shift most with the introduction of agriculture
and quern technologies in the Neolithic and subsequent periods,
whereas those of men changemost prior to the Neolithic, in response
to changes in hunting technology and behavior (17). In the Americas,
women exhibit greater increases in humeral strength thanmen alongside
the intensification of native seed crops (6) and of horticultural activities
related to surplus food production (47), suggesting heavier involvement
in these agricultural activities among women than men.
The current study highlights the importance of female comparative
data and a female-specific context for the interpretation of female be-
havior in the past. By interpreting prehistoric human behavior relative
to women of known behavioral repertoires, this study has documented
thousands of years of very highmanual labor among agricultural wom-
en in the mid-Holocene of Central Europe. Mean humeral rigidity ex-
ceeded all living female means until the Late Iron Age, and loading was
biased heavily toward the upper relative to lower limbuntil the Late Iron
Age/Early Medieval period, when it redistributed to a more character-
isticallymodern female pattern. Prehistoric womenwere alsomore var-
iable than living women; often, a single time period contained
individuals encompassing the entire range of values documented
among the entire group of living women ranging from sedentary
controls to ultramarathon runners, particularly among the earliest
prehistoric populations. This is suggestive of the performance of a wide
range of behaviors by early agricultural women in Central Europe and
may explain the homogeneity in between-population variation in tibial
morphology in females.
If female behavior is interpreted solely through relative differences in
limb bone CSG between the sexes, then it is likely that we are under-
estimating loading intensity among women in the past. Comparison of
mean CSG properties between the sexes among living endurance
runners and control subjects supports experimental findings by others
that male bone responds to loading in a more mechanically advanta-
geous manner than female bone (18, 19, 24). Male endurance runners
hadmore cortical bone thatwas distributedwith greater anteroposterior
expansion and higher average, maximum, and minimum bending/
torsional rigidity than did female runners. The same pattern was also
true for recreationally active control subjects. Thus, not all components
of sexual dimorphism in limb bone CSG among prehistoric males andFig. 4. Interlimb strength proportions among prehistoric and agricultural
women by group. Scatterplot of humeral versus tibial raw polar second mo-
ments of area (J; mm4) among prehistoric agricultural women and living women
by time period and sport (n = 159). Solid lines of best fit represent prehistoric
populations, and dashed lines of best fit represent living groups.8 of 12
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 females can be attributed to actual behavioral differences; some influ-
ence of norms of reaction and the surface-specific effects of androgens
and estrogen on cortical bone may be influencing the adaptive capacity
of bone to loading.
The biological basis of bone morphology is clearly complex, affected
by an interplay of genetic and environmental factors that vary in relative
importance throughout the skeleton. Important environmental influ-
ences include a combination of metabolic stress from factors such
as malnutrition, poor health, and physiological stress (48) and from
mechanical loading and its timing (49). There is some evidence ofmeta-
bolic stress in the earliest stages of farming among these women (50)
that improved through time, whereas the living women in the study
were all healthy and had no history of major medical conditions, eating
disorders, immobility, or medications known to affect bone. If dietary
and health status affected the cortical thickness or endosteal contour of
prehistoric women, then that would be undetectable using solid-section
CSG properties derived solely from the periosteal contour and could be
contributing slightly to the magnitude of differences between pre-
historic and living women. However, for the reconstruction of past
loading patterns, solid-section properties provide very accurate esti-
mates of true CSG properties (51), particularly at the section locations
used in this study. As a result, the impact of higher metabolic stress
among prehistoric women on CSG property estimates would likely be
minimal.
Differences between prehistoric and living women in the timing at
which mechanical loading was initiated during growth could also be
affecting the magnitude of differences in CSG property estimates.
Loading initiated during growth/adolescence is particularly important
for mechanical strength (49); although the age at which habitual be-
haviors were initiated among prehistoric women is unclear, there is
some evidence amongNeolithicGermanLBKpopulations that physical
activity and subsistence specialization began fromayoung age. Juveniles
appear to have been more often participating in livestock herding than
cultivation (52), a specialization that may have contributed to some
young LBK boys (~2 to 7 years of age) at Stuttgart-Mühlhausen
spending large amounts of time away from the site in their late child-
hood and early youth (53). Physical activity among living controls was
low at all ages, whereas 91% of football players began their sport prior
tomenarche andmost other athletes reported some prior history of par-
ticipation in physical activity during childhood and adolescence. How-
ever, the comparability of premenarcheal physical activity levels between
prehistoric and these living women is unknown.
Further, there is some suggestion that hormonal contraceptive use
may impact bone geometry parameters [for example, the study by
Hartard et al. (54)], with current or past use reported in 73% of living
women included in this study. It is unclear whether hormonal con-
traceptive use is impacting the magnitude of difference between living
and prehistoricwomen identified in the current study, andmorework is
needed in this area before any conclusions can be drawn. In addition,
the fibula was not assessed in the current study because its structural
properties do not respond as strongly to loading as those of the tibia
among living humans (55), and its loading environment is less well
understood. However, the fibula appears important in mediolateral
loading in living humans (56), and the bone is a good indicator of po-
sitional behaviors among hominoids (57), so its considerationmay have
provided additional information on loading and mobility patterns
among Central European women.
Although these factors promote caution when interpreting differ-
ences in bone CSG properties among prehistoric and living EuropeanMacintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017women, having comparative data from living women clearly affords
a more accurate means of interpreting female behavior in the past
than do male data. A broader understanding of bone variation and
norms of reaction amongwomen is essential because intensivewomen’s
labor was, and is, the consistent driving force behind the development
and expansion of agrarian and production economies worldwide. Thus,
the accurate characterization of female behavior in prehistory is vital
for the complete understanding of human adaptive strategies and long-
term cultural change.MATERIALS AND METHODS
Experimental design
The study aims were twofold: (i) to generate a comparative data set
of CSG properties from living women of known behavior with which
to interpret prehistoric female CSG and (ii) to use these comparative
data to better understand the sex differences inmobility patterns and
temporal change that accompanied the intensification of agriculture
inCentral Europe.Wehypothesized that the observed lowermean bone
strength and less pronounced trends through time among prehistoric
agriculturalwomen relative tomen in this regionwere anoversimplification
of female behavior resulting from an inadequate understanding of
biological differences in the bony response to loading. Thus, we aimed
to address this through comparison to living women to better elucidate
female behavioral complexity through agricultural intensification in
Central Europe.
Sports for inclusion in the study were selected on the basis of the
specific patterns of limb loading generated: (i) endurance running,
low upper limb loading and high, unidirectional lower limb loading;
(ii) football (soccer), low upper limb loading and high, multidirectional
lower limb loading; and (iii) rowing,moderate unidirectional upper and
lower limb loading. Athletes from these sports as well as an additional
group of healthy, recreationally active control subjects were recruited
(see details below). All participants were healthy adults, predominantly
of European descent living in the United Kingdom, and all were be-
tween the ages of 19 and 43 years. The following exclusion criteria
were established prior to recruitment and were applied to both athletes
and control subjects: any medical condition or medication known to
interfere with bone metabolism, any current pregnancy, 18 years of
age or younger, or peri- or postmenopausal status. Additional exclusion
criteria for athletes were participation in the sport of interest for fewer
than 3 years, any significant injury within the past year that rendered
them inactive for over 1 month, or any current intensive participa-
tion in another sport other than the one for which they were recruited.
Additional exclusion criteria for control subjects were any current or
past participation in competitive sport and any current or past par-
ticipation of more than 3 hours a week of weight-bearing intensive
physical activity.
All participants were recruited through the Cambridge University
Women’s Boat Club, Women’s Association Football Club, Athletics
Club, Hare and Hounds, and Triathlon Club, as well as the Cambridge
andColeridgeAthletics Club, the Cambridge TriathlonClub, the Beyond
the Ultimate Jungle Ultra 2016, the Everest Trail Race 2016, several
University ofCambridge colleges, and theGraduateUnion. Participants
filled out a health and activity history questionnaire to determine their
athletic training history, recreational physical activity, medical and in-
jury history, and menstrual history (see the Supplementary Materials).
The studies of varsity female athletes and ultramarathon runners were
approved by theCambridgeUniversityHumanBiologyResearchEthics9 of 12
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 Board (HBREC.2015.25 andHBREC.2016.14), and ethical approval for
the use of pQCTwas obtained from the National Health Service (NHS)
Health Research Authority National Research Ethics Service (NRES)
Committee East of England–Cambridge East (15/EE/0017). All living
participants provided written informed consent prior to their participa-
tion in the study. Descriptive statistics for all living women included in
the study are available in table S1. See the Supplementary Materials for
further details on recruitment and sport groups. Target sample sizes for
living women were based on the sample sizes of prehistoric women (see
below) to ensure comparability and range from11among football players
to 37 among controls. Sample sizes among athletes were limitedmost by
the availability of womenwho fit the appropriate criteria for study inclu-
sion, particularly with regard to sport and loading history. Three rounds
of recruitment were performed to maximize the athlete sample sizes.
The prehistoric skeletal sample consisted of females from Central/
Southeast European agricultural populations (see fig. S1), spanning
portions of four time periods: the Neolithic (Early; ~5300 to 4600 cal
BC), BronzeAge (Early andMiddle; ~2300 to 1450BC), IronAge (Early
throughLate; ~850BC to100AD), andMedieval (Early; ~800 to 850AD).
Details on all prehistoric cemeteries included in the analyses are avail-
able in table S2. Age and sex estimates were determined according to the
methods outlined by Buikstra and Ubelaker (58), and only skeletally
mature adults with fully fused epiphyses were included. Sample sizes
for prehistoric material were limited by the availability of skeletal re-
mains of appropriate age, time period, and preservation and range from
11 to 34 depending on the skeletal element and property being
examined. Sample sizes were lower for interlimb strength proportions
due to the necessity for both a well-preserved humerus and tibia from
the same skeleton and range from 6 to 28 individuals.
Quantification of CSG properties and shape indices
The CSG properties of interest in this study were the polar second
moment of area (J), a measure of torsional and twice average bending
rigidity in two perpendicular planes (in this case, the maximum and
minimum axes), and the shape ratio Imax/Imin, a measure of the
distribution of bone about these major and minor axes (59).
Data from prehistoric skeletal remains were collected using either
3D laser surface scanning (tibiae) or silicone molding (humeri). For
tibiae, a 3D model of the complete bone was obtained with a portable
a NextEngine desktop laser scanner. Only the best-preserved tibia for
each individual was included, but if both elements were equally well
preserved, then preference was given to the right side. In addition to
individual scan surfaces of the proximal and distal joints, 3D models
were composed of 10 individual scan surfaces taken during a 360° ro-
tation. Scans were taken using the HD quality setting in ScanStudio
HD Pro (version 1.3.2). The 3D models were trimmed, aligned, and
fused using ScanStudio HD Pro and Rapidform XOR. Tibiae were
oriented through the alignment of the x, y, and z axes to anatomical
planes following the definitions provided by Ruff (60). Further details
of the laser scanning procedure are reported by Davies and colleagues
(61). Cross-sectional geometric properties were calculated from
finished 3D tibial models at 50% of maximum bone length (parallel
to the long axis of the diaphysis) using custom-built AsciiSection
software (61). This software calculates CSGproperties and shape indices
for the periosteal contour alone; all CSG properties analyzed in this
study refer to these “solid” section properties unless otherwise specified.
The left and right humeral CSG properties were obtained using a
silicone molding method (62). Periosteal silicone molds were taken
at 35% of the maximum length of the left and/or right humeri usingMacintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017Coltène President polyvinyl siloxane putty.Molds were then scanned in
anatomical orientation on a flatbed document scanner, oriented with
the x axis mediolaterally and the y axis anteroposteriorly. The resulting
mold images were imported into Adobe Photoshop, where the peri-
osteal contour was traced, resulting in a solid cross-sectional image. The
cross-sectional images were then imported into ImageJ (http://rsbweb.
nih.gov/ij/), and the solid CSG properties were quantified from them
using BoneJ, a bone image analysis plug-in (63). Solid-section CSG prop-
erties have been shown to correspond stronglywith trueCSGproperties
derived from both the periosteal and endosteal contours across large
regions of the diaphysis (51).
Data from living subjects were collected using pQCT (XCT-3000;
StratecMedizintechnikGmbH). All testing took place at the Phenotypic
Adaptability, Variation and Evolution Imaging and Performance
Laboratory in the Department of Archaeology at the University of
Cambridge. Body weight was recorded in kilograms with a SECA
electronic scale. Maximum humeral and tibial lengths were obtained
from participants using sliding calipers. Cross-sectional images were
obtained using pQCT at the 35% section location of the left and right
humeri and the 50% section location of the right tibia. Cross-sectional
pQCT images were imported into ImageJ, and the soft tissue was
cropped out prior to the image being thresholded using the Optimise
Threshold function. The medullary cavity was then artificially filled
using the Fill Holes option. This resulted in solid cross sections from
the living women to generate periosteally derived solid CSG property
estimates that would be directly comparable to those from the
prehistoricwomen.CSGpropertieswere then quantified from these sol-
id sections using BoneJ.
Size-standardization and statistical analyses
Both humeral and tibial Jwere standardized to appropriate measures
of body size following the method of Ruff (59): J/[estimated or true
body mass × (maximum bone length2)]. For prehistoric skeletal re-
mains, body mass was estimated using the equations for European
Holocene populations derived by Ruff and colleagues (64), from an av-
erage of measurements from the left and right lower limb.
All datadistributionswere checked fornormalityusing theKolmogorov-
Smirnov test, and outliers exceeding three SDs from the mean were
removed from analyses. All data were normally distributed with the ex-
ception of left humeral J among rowers; the Kruskal-Wallis test was
used to examine differences in left humeral J, with Mann-Whitney
two-tailed tests used for post hoc comparisons. In all other instances,
one-wayANOVAwas used to test for group differences inCSGproper-
ties, using Hochberg’s GT2 or Games-Howell post hoc tests. An alpha
level of 0.05 or lesswas considered statistically significant, and two-sided
tests were used. CIs for the mean are provided as 95% CI, and all sum-
mary statistics are provided as mean (SD) unless otherwise stated. The
relative distribution of upper and lower limb loading was assessed using
linear regression of mean raw humeral J of the upper limbs combined
and raw tibial J to produce standardized residuals, which were tested
for group differences using ANOVA. All statistical analyses were
conducted in SPSS version 23. Variability in humeral and tibial CSG
properties was evaluated through the calculation of coefficients of
variation [(SD/mean) × 100].SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS
Supplementary material for this article is available at http://advances.sciencemag.org/cgi/
content/full/3/11/eaao3893/DC110 of 12
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fig. S1. Map of Central and Southeast Europe indicating the sampled cemeteries in
approximate chronological order.
table S1. Descriptive statistics of living women.
table S2. Prehistoric skeletal sample details.
data file S1. Screening questionnaire for athletes.
data file S2. Screening questionnaire for control subjects.
data file S3. Health and activity questionnaire for athletes.
data file S4. Health and activity questionnaire for control subjects.
References (65–76) o
n
 D
ecem
ber 1, 2017
http://advances.sciencem
ag.org/
D
ow
nloaded from
 REFERENCES AND NOTES
1. C. B. Ruff, C. S. Larsen, W. C. Hayes, Structural changes in the femur with the transition to
agriculture on the Georgia coast. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 64, 125–136 (1984).
2. D. Marchi, Relationships between lower limb cross-sectional geometry and mobility: The
case of a Neolithic sample from Italy. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 137, 188–200 (2008).
3. V. Sparacello, D. Marchi, Mobility and subsistence economy: A diachronic comparison
between two groups settled in the same geographical area (Liguria, Italy). Am. J. Phys.
Anthropol. 136, 485–495 (2008).
4. J. T. Stock, S. K. Pfeiffer, Long bone robusticity and subsistence behaviour among Later
Stone Age foragers of the forest and fynbos biomes of South Africa. J. Archaeol. Sci. 31,
999–1013 (2004).
5. V. S. Sparacello, O. M. Pearson, A. Coppa, D. Marchi, Changes in skeletal robusticity in an
iron age agropastoral group: The samnites from the Alfedena necropolis (Abruzzo,
Central Italy). Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 144, 119–130 (2011).
6. P. S. Bridges, J. H. Blitz, M. C. Solano, Changes in long bone diaphyseal strength with
horticultural intensification in west-central Illinois. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 112, 217–238 (2000).
7. C. B. Ruff, B. Holt, M. Niskanen, V. Sladek, M. Berner, E. Garofalo, H. M. Garvin, M. Hora,
J.-A. Junno, E. Schuplerova, R. Vilkama, E. Whittey, Gradual decline in mobility with the
adoption of food production in Europe. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 112, 7147–7152 (2015).
8. C. Ruff, Sexual dimorphism in human lower limb bone structure: Relationship to
subsistence strategy and sexual division of labor. J. Hum. Evol. 16, 391–416 (1987).
9. A. A. Macintosh, R. Pinhasi, J. T. Stock, Lower limb skeletal biomechanics track long-term
decline in mobility across ~6150 years of agriculture in Central Europe. J. Archaeol. Sci. 52,
376–390 (2014).
10. A. A. Macintosh, T. G. Davies, R. Pinhasi, J. T. Stock, Declining tibial curvature parallels
~6150 years of decreasing mobility in Central European agriculturalists. Am. J. Phys.
Anthropol. 157, 260–275 (2015).
11. C. N. Shaw, J. T. Stock, Habitual throwing and swimming correspond with upper limb
diaphyseal strength and shape in modern human athletes. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 140,
160–172 (2009).
12. C. N. Shaw, J. T. Stock, Intensity, repetitiveness, and directionality of habitual adolescent
mobility patterns influence the tibial diaphysis morphology of athletes. Am. J. Phys.
Anthropol. 140, 149–159 (2009).
13. E. Trinkaus, C. B. Ruff, Diaphyseal cross-sectional geometry of Near Eastern Middle
Palaeolithic humans: The tibia. J. Archaeol. Sci. 26, 1289–1300 (1999).
14. C. N. Shaw, J. T. Stock, Extreme mobility in the Late Pleistocene? Comparing limb
biomechanics among fossil Homo, varsity athletes and Holocene foragers. J. Hum. Evol.
64, 242–249 (2013).
15. R. Nikander, H. Sievänen, K. Uusi-Rasi, A. Heinonen, P. Kannus, Loading modalities and
bone structures at nonweight-bearing upper extremity and weight-bearing lower
extremity: A pQCT study of adult female athletes. Bone 39, 886–894 (2006).
16. A. A. Macintosh, R. Pinhasi, J. T. Stock, Divergence in male and female manipulative behaviors
with the intensification of metallurgy in Central Europe. PLOS ONE 9, e112116 (2014).
17. V. Sládek, C. B. Ruff, M. Berner, B. Holt, M. Niskanen, E. Schuplerová, M. Hora, The impact
of subsistence changes on humeral bilateral asymmetry in Terminal Pleistocene and
Holocene Europe. J. Hum. Evol. 92, 37–49 (2016).
18. P. Kannus, H. Haapasalo, M. Sankelo, H. Sievänen, M. Pasanen, A. Heinonen, P. Oja, I. Vuori,
Effect of starting age of physical activity on bone mass in the dominant arm of tennis and
squash players. Ann. Intern. Med. 123, 27–31 (1995).
19. H. Haapasalo, H. Sievanen, P. Kannus, A. Heinonen, P. Oja, I. Vuori, Dimensions and
estimated mechanical characteristics of the humerus after long-term tennis loading.
J. Bone Miner. Res. 11, 864–872 (1996).
20. A. C. Looker, T. J. Beck, E. S. Orwoll, Does body size account for gender differences in
femur bone density and geometry? J. Bone Miner. Res. 16, 1291–1299 (2001).
21. J. H. Gosman, S. D. Stout, C. S. Larsen, Skeletal biology over the life span: A view from the
surfaces. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 146, 86–98 (2011).
22. F. Callewaert, M. Sinnesael, E. Gielen, S. Boonen, D. Vanderschueren, Skeletal sexual
dimorphism: Relative contribution of sex steroids, GH–IGF1, and mechanical loading.
J. Endocrinol. 207, 127–134 (2010).Macintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 201723. J. Tanner, Foetus into Man: Physical Growth from Conception to Maturity (Castlemead
Publications, ed. 2, 1989).
24. T. L. Järvinen, P. Kannus, I. Pajamäki, T. Vuohelainen, J. Tuukkanen, M. Järvinen,
H. Sievänen, Estrogen deposits extra mineral into bones of female rats in puberty, but
simultaneously seems to suppress the responsiveness of female skeleton to mechanical
loading. Bone 32, 642–651 (2003).
25. T. L. Järvinen, P. Kannus, H. Sievänen, Estrogen and bone—A reproductive and
locomotive perspective. J. Bone Miner. Res. 18, 1921–1931 (2003).
26. C. B. Ruff, M. L. Burgess, R. A. Ketcham, J. Kappelman, Limb bone structural proportions
and locomotor behavior in A.L. 288-1 (“Lucy”). PLOS ONE 11, e0166095 (2016).
27. L. A. Sarringhaus, L. M. Maclatchy, J. C. Mitani, Long bone cross-sectional properties
reflect changes in locomotor behavior in developing chimpanzees. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol.
160, 16–29 (2016).
28. C. B. Ruff, M. L. Burgess, T. G. Bromage, A. Mudakikwa, S. C. McFarlin, Ontogenetic
changes in limb bone structural proportions in mountain gorillas (Gorilla beringei
beringei). J. Hum. Evol. 65, 693–703 (2013).
29. D. Marchi, The cross-sectional geometry of the hand and foot bones of the Hominoidea
and its relationship to locomotor behavior. J. Hum. Evol. 49, 743–761 (2005).
30. R. A. Bentley, P. Bickle, L. Fibiger, G. M. Nowell, C. W. Dale, R. E. M. Hedges, J. Hamilton,
J. Wahl, M. Francken, G. Grupe, E. Lenneis, M. Teschler-Nicola, R.-M. Arbogast, D. Hofmann,
A. Whittle, Community differentiation and kinship among Europe’s first farmers.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, 9326–9330 (2012).
31. S. Milisauskas, in European Prehistory: A Survey, S. Milisauskas, Ed. (Kluwer Academic,
2002), pp. 143–192.
32. J. K. Brown, A note on the division of labor by sex. Am. Anthropol. 72, 1073–1078 (1970).
33. M. L. Burton, D. R. White, Sexual division of labor in agriculture. Am. Anthropol. 86,
568–583 (1984).
34. R. Hoffpauir, Subsistence strategy and its ecological consequences in the Nepal Himalaya.
Anthropos 73, 215–252 (1978).
35. R. L. Blumberg, Rural women in development: Veil of invisibility, world of work. Int. J.
Intercult. Relat. 3, 447–472 (1979).
36. A. Lukes, M. Zvelebil, P. Pettitt, Biological and cultural identity of the first farmers:
Introduction to the Vedrovice Bioarchaeology Project. Anthropologie 46, 117–124
(2008).
37. D. Frayer, The dental remains from Krškany (Slovakia) and Vedrovice (Czech Republic).
Anthropologie 42, 71–103 (2004).
38. G. P. Murdock, C. Provost, Factors in the Division of Labor by Sex: A cross-cultural analysis.
Ethnology 12, 203–225 (1973).
39. M. Searcy, The daily grind: An analysis of maize-grinding times in Mesoamerica. J. Inq.
Stud. Cross Cult. F Res. 1, 73–82 (2006).
40. V. Sládek, M. Hora, K. Farkašová, T. R. Rocek, Impact of grinding technology on
bilateral asymmetry in muscle activity of the upper limb. J. Archaeol. Sci. 72, 142–156
(2016).
41. K. Hase, M. Kaya, N. Yamazaki, B. J. Andrews, A. B. Zavatsky, S. E. Halliday, Biomechanics
of Rowing. 1. A model analysis of musculo-skeletal loads in rowing for fitness. JSME Int. J.
45, 1073–1081 (2002).
42. F. C. Anderson, M. G. Pandy, Static and dynamic optimization solutions for gait are
pratical equivalent. J. Biomech. 34, 153–161 (2001).
43. R. R. Neptune, S. A. Kautz, Knee joint loading in forward versus backward pedaling:
Implications for rehabilitation strategies. Clin. Biomech. 15, 528–535 (2000).
44. C. R. Ember, The relative decline in women’s contribution to agriculture with
intensification. Am. Anthropol. 85, 285–304 (1983).
45. C. Panter-Brick, Seasonal and sex variation in physical activity levels among agro-
pastoralists in Nepal. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 100, 7–21 (1996).
46. D. Marchi, V. S. Sparacello, B. M. Holt, V. Formicola, Biomechanical approach to the
reconstruction of activity patterns in Neolithic western Liguria, Italy. Am. J. Phys.
Anthropol. 131, 447–455 (2006).
47. D. J. Wescott, D. L. Cunningham, Temporal changes in Arikara humeral and femoral cross-
sectional geometry associated with horticultural intensification. J. Archaeol. Sci. 33,
1022–1036 (2006).
48. C. D. Eleazer, R. Jankauskas, Mechanical and metabolic interactions in cortical bone
development. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 160, 317–333 (2016).
49. S. Bass, L. Saxon, R. M. Daly, C. H. Turner, A. G. Robling, E. Seeman, S. Stuckey, The effect of
mechanical loading on the size and shape of bone in pre-, peri-, and postpubertal girls: A
study in tennis players. J. Bone Miner. Res. 17, 2274–2280 (2002).
50. A. A. Macintosh, R. Pinhasi, J. T. Stock, Early life conditions and physiological
stress following the transition to farming in central/southeast Europe: Skeletal
growth impairment and 6000 years of gradual recovery. PLOS ONE 11, e0148468
(2016).
51. A. A. Macintosh, T. G. Davies, T. M. Ryan, C. N. Shaw, J. T. Stock, Periosteal versus true
cross-sectional geometry: A comparison along humeral, femoral, and tibial diaphyses.
Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 150, 442–452 (2013).11 of 12
SC I ENCE ADVANCES | R E S EARCH ART I C L E
 o
n
 D
ecem
ber 1, 201
http://advances.sciencem
ag.org/
D
ow
nloaded from
 52. O. Nehlich, V. M. Oelze, M. Jay, M. Conrad, H. Stäuble, W.-R. Teegen, M. P. Richards,
Sulphur isotope ratios of multi-period archaeological skeletal remains from Central
Germany: A dietary and mobility study. Anthropologie 52, 15–33 (2014).
53. C. Knipper, Mobility in a sedentary society: Insights from isotope analysis of LBK human
and teeth, in Creating Communities: New Advances in Central European Neolithic Research,
D. Hofmann, P. Bickle, Eds. (Oxbow Books, 2009), pp. 142–158.
54. M. Hartard, C. Kleinmond, M. Wiseman, E. R. Weissenbacher, D. Felsenberg, R. G. Erben,
Detrimental effect of oral contraceptives on parameters of bone mass and geometry in a
cohort of 248 young women. Bone 40, 444–450 (2007).
55. T. Rantalainen, R. L. Duckham, H. Suominen, A. Heinonen, M. Alén, M. T. Korhonen, Tibial
and fibular mid-shaft bone traits in young and older sprinters and non-athletic men.
Calcif. Tissue Int. 95, 132–140 (2014).
56. D. Marchi, C. N. Shaw, Variation in fibular robusticity reflects variation in mobility patterns.
J. Hum. Evol. 61, 609–616 (2011).
57. D. Marchi, Relative strength of the tibia and fibula and locomotor behavior in hominoids.
J. Hum. Evol. 53, 647–655 (2007).
58. J. E. Buikstra, D. H. Ubelaker, Standards for Data Collection from Human Remains (Arkansas
Archaeological Survey, 1994).
59. C. B. Ruff, Biomechanical analyses of archaeological human skeletons, in Biological
Anthropology of the Human Skeleton, M. A. Katzenberg, S. R. Saunders, Eds. (John Wiley &
Sons, Ed. 2, 2008), pp. 183–206.
60. C. B. Ruff, Long bone articular and diaphyseal structure in old world monkeys and apes. I:
Locomotor effects. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 119, 305–342 (2002).
61. T. G. Davies, C. N. Shaw, J. T. Stock, A test of a new method and software for the rapid
estimation of cross-sectional geometric properties of long bone diaphyses from 3D laser
surface scans. Archaeol. Anthr. Sci. 4, 277–290 (2012).
62. J. T. Stock, A test of two methods of radiographically deriving long bone cross-sectional
properties compared to direct sectioning of the diaphysis. Int. J. Osteoarchaeol. 12,
335–342 (2002).
63. M. Doube, M. M. Kłosowski, I. Arganda-Carreras, F. P. Cordelières, R. P. Dougherty,
J. S. Jackson, B. Schmid, J. R. Hutchinson, S. J. Shefelbine, BoneJ: Free and extensible bone
image analysis in ImageJ. Bone 47, 1076–1079 (2010).
64. C. B. Ruff, B. M. Holt, M. Niskanen, V. Sladék, M. Berner, E. Garofalo, H. M. Garvin, M. Hora,
H. Maijanen, S. Niinimäki, K. Salo, E. Schuplerová, D. Tompkins, Stature and body mass
estimation from skeletal remains in the European Holocene. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol.
148, 601–617 (2012).
65. D. H. Ubelaker, I. Pap, Skeletal evidence for health and disease in the Iron Age of
northeastern Hungary. Int. J. Osteoarchaeol. 8, 231–251 (1998).
66. N. Tasić, Historical picture of development of Bronze Age cultures in Vojvodina. Starinar
53–54, 23–34 (2003).
67. A. Whittle, A. Anders, R. A. Bentley, P. Bickle, L. Cramp, L. Domboróczki, L. Fibiger,
J. Hamilton, R. Hedges, N. Kalicz, Z. Kovács, T. Marton, K. Oross, I. Pap, P. Raczky, in The
First Farmers of Central Europe: Diversity in LBK Lifeways, P. Bickle, A. Whittle, Eds. (Oxbow
Books, 2013), pp 49–100.
68. A. Whittle, R. A. Bentley, P. Bickle, M. Dočkalová, L. Fibiger, J. Hamilton, R. Hedges,
I. Mateiciucová, J. Pavúk, in The First Farmers of Central Europe: Diversity in LBK Lifeways,
P. Bickle, A. Whittle, Eds. (Oxbow Books, 2013), pp 101–158.
69. K. Fischl, V. Kiss, G. Kulcsár, V. Szeverényi V, in Transformations in the Carpathian Basin
around 1600 B.C. 1600 BC—Cultural Change in the Shadow of the Thera-Eruption?,Macintosh, Pinhasi, Stock, Sci. Adv. 2017;3 : eaao3893 29 November 2017H. Meller, Ed. (Landesamt für Denkmalpflege und Archäologie Sachsen-Anhalt -
Landesmuseum für Vorgeschichte, 2013), pp 355–372.
70. H. Friesinger, Frühmittelalterliche Körpergräber aus Pottenbrunn, Stadtgemeinde
St. Pölten, NÖ. Archaeol. Austriaca 51, 113–189 (1972).
71. D, Borić, in Metals and Societies: Studies in Honour of Barbara S. Ottaway, T. Kienlin,
B. Roberts, Eds. (Habelt, 2009), pp 191–245.
72. M. Zvelebil, P. Pettitt, Human condition, life, and death at an early Neolithic settlement:
Bioarchaeological analyses of the Vedrovice cemetery and their biosocial implications for
the spread of agriculture in Central Europe. Anthropologie 46, 195–218 (2008).
73. P. Pettitt, R. Hedges, The age of the Vedrovice cemetery: The AMS radiocarbon dating
programme. Anthropologie 46, 125–134 (2008).
74. V. Podborský, Pravěké dějiny Moravy (Muzejní a Vlastivĕdná Společnost v Brně., Brno, 1993).
75. V. Smrčka, M. Mihaljevič, J. Zobcová, A. Humpolová, T. Berkovec, Multielementární
chemická analýza z kosterních pozůstatků lidí a zvířat neolitického sídliště ve Vedrovicích
(Česka Republika). Ve Službách Archeol. 7, 329–340 (2006).
76. N. Tasić, An Early Iron Age collective tomb at Gomolava. Archaeol. Iugosl. 13, 27–37 (1972).
Acknowledgments: The authors wish to thank the women who volunteered their time to
participate in this research study. We would also like to thank the following individuals for
their hospitality and for access to the skeletal collections used in this research: M. Francken at
the University of Tübingen (Tübingen, Germany), J. Wahl at the University of Tübingen
(Tübingen, Germany) and the Stuttgart Regional Council State Conservation Office–Osteology
(Konstanz, Germany), L. Milašinović at the National Museum of Kikinda (Kikinda, Serbia),
M. Jovanović and D. Radmanović at the Museum of Vojvodina (Novi Sad, Serbia), E. Drozdová
at Masaryk University (Brno, Czech Republic), Z. Tvrdý at the Moravian Museum (Brno, Czech
Republic), I. Pap at the Hungarian Natural History Museum (Budapest, Hungary), and
M. Teschler-Nicola at the Vienna Natural History Museum (Vienna, Austria). Funding: The
research leading to these results has received funding from the European Research Council
(ERC) under the European Union’s Seventh Framework Programme (FP/2007-2013)/ERC grant
agreement no. 617627 (to J.T.S.), the ERC Starting Grant ERC-2010-StG263441 (to R.P.), the
Cambridge Commonwealth, European and International Trust (to A.A.M.), and the Social
Sciences and Humanities Research Council (Canada; 752-2011-1836; to A.A.M.). Author
contributions: A.A.M. collected all the data from prehistoric individuals, recruited and
scanned all living individuals, analyzed all the data, and wrote the manuscript. R.P. funded
the data collection of prehistoric individuals. J.T.S. funded the data collection of living
individuals. Both R.P. and J.T.S. contributed to the study design and manuscript preparation.
Competing interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests. Data
and materials availability: All data needed to evaluate the conclusions in the paper are
present in the paper and/or the Supplementary Materials. Additional data related to this paper
may be requested from the authors.
Submitted 14 July 2017
Accepted 1 November 2017
Published 29 November 2017
10.1126/sciadv.aao3893
Citation: A. A. Macintosh, R. Pinhasi, J. T. Stock, Prehistoric women’s manual labor exceeded
that of athletes through the first 5500 years of farming in Central Europe. Sci. Adv. 3, eaao3893
(2017).712 of 12
farming in Central Europe
Prehistoric women's manual labor exceeded that of athletes through the first 5500 years of
Alison A. Macintosh, Ron Pinhasi and Jay T. Stock
DOI: 10.1126/sciadv.aao3893
 (11), eaao3893.3Sci Adv 
ARTICLE TOOLS http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/3/11/eaao3893
MATERIALS
SUPPLEMENTARY http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/suppl/2017/11/27/3.11.eaao3893.DC1
REFERENCES
http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/3/11/eaao3893#BIBL
This article cites 66 articles, 3 of which you can access for free
PERMISSIONS http://www.sciencemag.org/help/reprints-and-permissions
Terms of ServiceUse of this article is subject to the 
registered trademark of AAAS.
is aScience Advances Association for the Advancement of Science. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. The title 
York Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20005. 2017 © The Authors, some rights reserved; exclusive licensee American 
(ISSN 2375-2548) is published by the American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1200 NewScience Advances 
 o
n
 D
ecem
ber 1, 2017
http://advances.sciencem
ag.org/
D
ow
nloaded from
 
